THE FALL OF THE MONARCHY
somewhat resembling New England town hall meetings.
Petion, while nominally still head of the city govern-
ment, was virtually a prisoner; Robespierre became the
unofficial Mayor of Paris.
When Louis had come to seek shelter in the Salle
du Manege, the President of the Assembly—Vergniaud
—had thus addressed him:
"Sire, you may count on the firmness of the National
Assembly. Its members have sworn to die upholding
the rights of the people and the constituted authorities."
There can, therefore, be no doubt that the insurrec-
tion was directed against the Assembly as well as
against the King. Why then was the Assembly allowed
to continue to function after the monarchy had fallen?
Why did not the Insurrectionary Commune dismiss
the Assembly—as it had already dismissed the Three
Hundred—and govern the nation, as well as Paris,
until a new Assembly could be chosen? Had this been
done, there would have been no fatal conflict of
authority during a most critical period; there might
have been no massacres, and there would have been a
majority for Robespierre's policies in the Convention
from the very start. Had Robespierre insisted on such a
course, it would have been followed. Why did he not
insist on it, or even recommend it? Because, as Marat
had said, he lacked audacity. He was too prudent, too
legalistic, too much inclined to trust to time and mere
words to bring forth events. He now contented him-
self with half-measures. He advised that emissaries be
sent to all the Departments, and twenty-four were sent,
but soon found themselves in conflict with com-
missioners from the Assembly and those sent out by the
Gironde Minister of the Interior—Roland—who had
been reinstated in office. Besides, the agents of the
Commune were badly chosen, and their ultra-radical
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